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ELQQR DEBATE

S E N ATOR WEHRBEIN: . . .make some cuts too that are n ' t  go i n g  to be
p o p u l a r  w ith individuals in h e r e  if we start g o i n g  to programs, 
and maybe that's what will h a v e  to start com i n g  out if we fall. 
But, at this point, we h ave to find some sources, if y ou don't 
like this issue. And, b a c k  to the w o r d  only, I t h i n k  I, as I
said, I opposed it before. I'm go i n g  to co n t i n u e  to oppose a
change in this area b e c a u s e  it does p r o v i d e  gui d a n c e  for that 
fund and its administration, and if w e  o pen that w o r d  up, 
"only", at this point, it sim p l y  gives them m ore leeway, w h i c h  I 
d o n ' t  n e c e s s a r i l y  th ink we w ant to give a... a n  age n c y  to have.

S P E AKER KRISTENSEN: Senator Schrock.

S E N ATOR SCHROCK: Mr. Speaker, members of the Legislature, I
still lean towards supporting w hat S e nator Ch a m b e r s  wants to do. 
It takes a little of the h y p o c r i s y  out of the issue. A nd I must
confess I h ave l e g islation that I want to pass yet this year
that wo u l d  involve a water q u a n t i t y  task force, I t h i n k  an issue 
v e r y  important to the state of N e b r a s k a . I think  i t 's very 
t i m e l y  that we do that, and I'm s e eki ng  a little bit of money 
from the LUST F und for that financing. Let me be clear about 
one thing, though. This $30 m i l l i o n  that we h ave in the leaking 
u n d e r g r o u n d  storage tank, we h ave just c o m p l e t e d  ph a s e  one and 
w e ' r e  goi ng  into phase two. P h a s e  two is g o i n g  to be muc h more 
expensive t han p h a s e  one. It's going to t ake m ore money, folks. 
T h at  other $24 m i l l i o n  is n e e d e d  and w e ' r e  g o i n g  to h a v e  to 
continue the ta x  at the rate w e ' v e  got now. I d o n ' t  have those 
figures and n u mbers in front of me, b ut the commi t t e e  has gone 
over that with DE Q  several times. If their p ro j e c t i o n s  are 
correct and we take this $6 m i l l i o n  and t hen if yo u  w a n t  to
lower the tax or us e  a lot of this m o n e y  for some other
purposes, there won't be enou g h  m o n e y  in there. So, w i t h  that,
I ...I ' m . ..and I don' think DEQ, even t h o u g h  we c h a n g e d  the word 
f rom "only" to may, I d o n ' t  th ink DE Q  is g o i n g  to channel
revenue from t hat f und to other DE Q  purposes. It w o u l d  b e  ray
ho p e  that t hey  wou l d n ' t  and I th i n k  the N a t u r a l  Resources 
Committee w o u l d  be somewhat of a w a t c h d o g  on t hat issue. I do 
w ant to say one t h i n g  this morning. I always h a v e  to get a plug 
in on ethanol. If the p e t r o l e u m  marke t e r s  in this state would 
h ave got on b o a r d  and been u s i n g  ethanol i n stead  of MTBE and 
other additives in their gasoline, our leaky u n d e r g r o u n d  storage


